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USSN; 10/748,524 

ATTorney Docket: 1-I995.184 US Dl 

KespunSe lo Office AcLion ol'Oelobcr 17, 2005 

In the office action of October 17, 2005, the Examiner 
rejected claims 1-3, 11, If), 17-19, and 40 under 3b U.5.C. 102(a> 
for being anticipated by Roberts (W094/22476) . 

Applicants wish Lo poinL ouL Unit Roberts (WCJ94/22476) 
ultimately issued as US Patent 6, 083, 512 on July 4, 2000. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the ranges of vaccine 
dosage relied on by the Examiner (O.b mltl 10ml) and the non- 
clostridial component, Mox.dxe.llci bovlx, are merely mentioned in 
passing and no vaccine compositions are described specifically 
comprising Moroxolln hovis or dosages except 5ml (see example) . 
These general statements regarding broad possibilities stated as 
general dosage ranges and a multiplicity of non-clostridial 
antigens, without teaching clostridial combinations with 
Morxxella bovis or vaccines of any sort in dosage sizes except 5 
ml, did not constitute anticipation as they do not place in the 
hands of the ordinary practitioner a low dose, e.g., 2ml, vaccine 
combination with, in additional to a rnulti way clostridial 
vaccine, a Morax&lla bovi s antigen. 

The Roberts invention is the use of a saponin as an adjuvant 
in place of an aluminum compound previously us<sd in the art. The 
purpose of this is to reduce site inflammation and the consequent 
meat spoilage that was experienced using conventional vaccines. 
This, Roberts believed, was achieved by using saponin antigens. 
There Is no suggestion of achieving the same result by usinq low 
dose vaccines. Applicants discovered they could achieve the same 
result by reducing the size of the dosage, and in the present 
claims achieved that with a clostridial combination that 
contained, in addition, a Moraxella hov i s antigen. 
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Response lo Office Action of October 17, 2005 

It is submitted that the present invention is neither 
anticipated nor obvious in the view of the teaching of the 
Roberts publication. Nevertheless, for purposes of advancing the 
prosecution of this application, Applicants are now submitting 
amendments to the claims reciting a specific; group of adjuvants 
Lo be used in the mul ti component , low dose, combination vaccines. 
Saponins are not included among the adjuvants that may be 
selected. 

In view of the present amendments, it is respectfully 
submitted that the vaccines now claimed are neither anticipated 
nor obvious in the view ot Roberts. In fact, Roberts teaches 
aqainst the selection of adjuvants recited in Applicants' claims. 

As all adjuvants previously recited in claim 11, with the 
exception of a saponin, are now introduced as Markush groups 
limiting the independent claims, it is respectfully submitted 
that no additional review or examination is necessary to consider 
the present amendments - Entry of these amendments and allowance 
of claims 1-3, 15, 17-19, 40, 46 and 47 is respectfully 
requested . 

Should the Examiner consider that a conference would be 
helpful in advancinq the prosecution of this application, she is 
invited to telephoriR Applicants'' attorney at the number below. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2334 for any additional 
fees required under 31 C.H'.K. §§ 1.16 or I ♦ "1 7 . 
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Response to Office Action of October 17, 2005 



KwHper.t.ful ly submitted, 



William M. Blackstone 
L J TO Keg. No. 2 0,7 72 
Chief Patent Counsel 
Pat«nt Department 
Intcrvct Inc. 
P.O. Box 31G 
29160 TnLerveL Lane 
Millsboro, DE 19966 
{302) 934-4317 (t.el) 
(302) 934-4305 (fax) 

WMB : j 3p 



CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE 

I certify that this correspondence is being sent vi * 
facsimile on December 1, 2005 to facsimile no ♦ "(571) 273-8300 to 
the aLLenLion of Examiner Hines, Jana A, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450* 
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